MARLBOROUGH
open, write such a letter to Sackville, send it by ordinary
messenger, and leave it in his hands. It was the sort of letter
any man would have been careful about; quite ordinary
criminals would be more circumspect.
So we must suppose that the two men were together in
England when the deed, if done at all, was done; that they
composed both letters in concert, that Sackville, who had the
cipher, encoded them, and that all traces of the original draft
were carefully destroyed on the night of May 3, 1694.
Upon this common-sense assumption there would have been
no need for Marlborough to leave the destruction of this
letter to the belated exertions of his Duchess half a century
later. We must therefore conclude that there never was any
holograph letter of Marlborough's of this kind in existence;
or, at the very least, that there never was a moment when such
a document was in the power or possession of any other
human being.
If this is settled we have taken a considerable step forward
in clarifying this matter. The evidence against Marlborough
rests upon a lengthy chain, every link of which was admittedly
forged by his Jacobite enemies. Sackville, Melfort, Nairne,
Dicconson, all, according to the historians, had his life and
honour in their hands at their leisure and discretion. What-
ever they chose to write they could leave behind them, and
as nothing else has survived, that has become decisive for the
historians. But unluckily they had no letter from Marl-
borough, They had to do all the pen-work themselves,
Dalrymple, Macpherson,* Macaulay have built their fabric of
accusation upon the foundation of this letter; but it does
not exist; it has never existed. All that exists is a document
in Nairne's handwriting purporting to be the copy of a
message in cipher from Sackville to Melfort in which Sack-
ville reports the text of a letter or possibly of a verbal message,
which he alleges he received from Marlborough. Such
evidence would not hang a dog.
But it is said there is a second witness. It is James himself.
Macpherson says, " In King James's Memoirs there is the
following memorandum written upon the receipt of the letter
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